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A Presentation to the Washington State ollioio^V 
Ecological Commission Meeting in 
Clarkston, Washington, October 26, 1973. v 

by John L. Arnquist, Department of Ecology, 
Spokane Regional Office. 

J 
Hazardous Was.te Disposal Site, Pasco, Washington 

One of the most perplexing of all waste disposal problems in the state is that 
of those substances generally referred to as hazardous or toxic wastes. These 
substances include such things as radioactive wastes, pesticides, insecticides, 
chemical solutions, chemical sludges, oils, paints, to name a few. Due to 
their very nature they cannot be safely discharged to ground or surface waters, 

SeW?rf' speaking, excluding those few instances, 
where specific industrial treatment facilities have been constructed for certain 
of these wastes, most of them enter our dumps, old gravel pits or sanitary land-
rills In unknown amounts and nature. 

The only sites in the State of Washington which have been designated as being 
capable of adequately handling these hazardous wastes are Western Processing 
in Kent and Resource Recovery Corporation in Pasco. The Kent operation receives 
c emicals and chemical sludges from the greater Seattle area for reclamation 
and/or treatment for ultimate reuse or resale of the material. Operation and 
maintenance of this site is authorized and controlled through a waste discharge 
permit issued by the Department of Ecology. 

The Resource Recovery site likewise has a waste discharge permit issued by the 
epartment of Ecology for operation and maintenance and it is this operation 

and the history behind it which shall be discussed in detail. 

In 1969 a Seattle firm, Chemical Processors, Inc., began looking in the Benton 
County area for a possible site for the location of a hazardous 'waste disposal 
operation to be similar in concept to that of Western Processing. This search 
led to some land on the Atomic Energy Commission's Hanford Project. However, 
in December of 1971, the AEC indicated to Chempro that the Hanford land wou]d 
not be available to them for a hazardous waste disposal site. An alternative 
site was then proposed at Badger Canyon, which ultimately was rejected due to 
adverse public reaction at the Bent™ County Planning Commission hearing on the 
proposal. At about this tiem, February of 1972, Chempro was approached by 
Basin Disposal Company of Pasco with an offer to conduct the operation adjacent 
PrwV31^31^ land.fi11 site run by Basin Disposal, north and east of Pasco, 
n-t - Slte had been identified by the Benton-Franklin Health 
NpanMC^aS accepbable for the disposal of pesticides and their containers. 
gotiations at this point in time were primarily between Chempro and the Benton-

asa^Ma Health Di®trl^t slnce categorically these hazardous wastes were defined 
as solid wastes and, therefore, under jurisdiction of local county health depart-
thaf8* i ? °l 19?2' Chempro n°tified the Benton-Franklin Health District 
that paint sludges from Chempro's Seattle operation would be the first wastes 
disposed of by them at the Pasco site. 
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In a letter to the Health District dated September i 1079 ru « J IX'l)HI1mcn 

S It 0Sf.ST to80c?oterP3imi19?r1SlOnf°5< t ^^^0! 
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In summary the operation was initially to consist of «-Vm ^o i r 
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1971 ! ?' In 'omPUance »lth the State Environmental Policy Act of 
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outline/conditions ̂ er^cl/the8^ ̂ 7" te™~lch 

liilllliPptiBk. 
and was to operate under the follo^ing'conditloZ: " ln the year 1972> 

1- w'Seelflcatl"" °£ Asportation 

2. There were to be no leaks or flaws, 

3. There was to be an expansion allowed in each drum 
or 7 gallons. 

Aptn /to ss= zzzztjz 7^7 rss ̂ 7^. 
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JVJ3' ̂!rlvd °f ̂ ™e When grape Plants are m«st susceptible to damage from I*!™.™'Ill 
2,4-D. At about this time the Department of Agriculture set up air monitor- 1 
ing impingers and pianteg 00ma grapa plant6 „ the >lte> ̂  P_ ̂  

no 2,4-D was detected and no damage was observed to the grape plants. This is 
P rhaps not too surprising since the drums are buried under four feet of soil 

xnXovt r "acked> three hieh-in * ^ 
serves to keep j:he drum temperatures cool during the hot summer days which re
duces volatilization possibilities of the 2,4-D sludge. 

Of course by this time considerable public sentiment was being aroused on two 
separate fronts. The first question was that of adequacy at the disposal methods-
the second was that of the sites' existence in the first place. It soon became ' 
obvious that the ordinances at Franklin County were not, according to the County 
Commissioners being complied with, and, that a special use permit which would 

not bean obtained. We Jt to distune the" 
matters with the County Commissioners on September 18, 1973. Shortly thereafter 
it was decided by the Department to conduct an in-depth survey of the operation 
to determine, from actual operating field data, what environmental or potential 
SL S"?1 Pr°blT eXtSted " tha 6Ue a£"r abdut « eull Jelrs' o^«i"n' 
This kind of survey is certainly not unique in its concept, for when the Depart-

adequacyUof EY?*1? "T* dlSP°Sal " d'« baLS ™ ̂  
adequacy of the design information in relation to compliance with Departmental 
standards and guidelines. It then becomes a matter of fieU SwkS lcJSl 
nparatlng data and conditions with respect to these regulator?^"meters! 

staee H 1?v44'1««lon la i" 'be data accumulation and verification 
a o c f '  r r ! d  l n  t h e  r e p ° r t -  W h l c h  a b t i m a t e l y  w i l l  b e  p r e p a r e d ,  a r e  t ,  
such things as the background of the problem, history of the site geologic and' 
around data'krSte an3lySl8' dlSpOSal analysi«. and the potentiafa^ anf 
2 4 D the*!) Pr°JlemS* B®cause the initial area of concern was the storage of 
I' i,®' Department of Ecology, on October 11, 1973, issued a Notive of Violation 
Pasco ̂ Ce C°rporatlon requiring the cessation of 2,4-D import to the 
asco site until the aforementioned investigation was completed, which we 
understand, has been agreed to by the company. ' 

The question of the sites' existence, at its present level of operation, will 
i-w uCUS?i? 3 °unty Commlssioners hearing on November 7, 1973, by which 

sioners ̂ Mch^lf'J TT " S P'"11""1""'^ available fnr the Col^s-
from our inlMai ? mp ^ ocument the present Status of the company's operation 
rom our initial review of all pertinent data. We will be meeting with a three 
CoLds^ appointed by the Franklin County Commissioners, including one 
Commissioner, to review this information prior to the November 7 hearing This 

^hoXTIn TL?V<rm °f ̂  °VeraU 

DistrlctUrecolle«lvai a"" n*"1"1 Servlces' and the Benton-Franklin He'alth 
istrict. Collectively we hope to look at all aspects of Resource Recovery's 
En.rjS*!," investigation with a definitive «ES\j£"£2inda-
toEe? LT T" ? rdl£lcatlons  ̂the operation. At this time, 

, decision as to whether or not wastes from the Metropolitan areas 
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of Seattle, Tacoma and Portland are brought Into Franklin County rests with t»Uq*H1iTK"n 

nM,t wI11 depend • iot °n che 
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